Application No 10/680,238 Docket No,: 5486-0 156PUS2 

Amendment dated May 29, 2007 

After Final Office Action of Januaiy 29, 2007 

REMARKS 

Claims 1-3, 10, 11, and 13 are pending in the present application. Claims 1, 3, and 13 
have been amended. Claims 1, 3, and 13 are independent claims. The Examiner is respectfully 
requested to reconsider the outstanding rejections in view of the above amendments and the 

following remarks. 

Request for Personal Interview 

Applicants respectfully request Examiner Todd D Ingberg to grant a personal interview 
to Applicant's representative, Jason W, RJiodes (Reg. No. 47,305), before issuing an Office 
Action on the merits of tlie above-captioned application. The Examiner is respectfully requested 
to call Mr. Rliodes at (703) 208-40 11 at the Examiner's earliest convenience, but before issuance 
of an Office Action, in order to schedule the interview 

Specification 

The Examiner objected to the specification for containing URLs, which can cause a 
browser to activate. Applicants respectfully submit that the specification has been amended to 
reformat these URL names so that they will not cause a browser to activate. 

The Examiner further states that the policy of avoiding URLs in a specification is to 
avoid attempting to access information on the web that is listed in a valid US patent, but no 
longer at the URL in the specification. The Examiner suggests that Applicants should amend the 
specification to include the content of the URL, and submit an actual printout of the website in a 
PTO-1449. 

In response, Applicants respectfully point out that the URLs referenced in pages 3 and 5 
are not intended to refer to actual content on a website. Instead, these URLs aie provided merely 
to provide examples of how a user would navigate to a hypothetical ASP file located at a 
hypothetical website. Further, Applicants have amended the specification to indicate the 
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hypothetical nature of these URLs in an attempt to avoid confusing a reader of the patent into 
tiding to access these URLs on the Internet- 

Rejection Under 35 U.S.a § 102 

Claims 1-3, 10, 11, and 13 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated 
by the Template Software product line, as particularly exemplified in the documents: "Workflow 
Template: Using the WFT Development Environment" (hereafter "Using"), and "SNAP: Using 
the SNAP Graphic User hrterface Component" (hereafter "GUI"). This rejection, insofar as it 
pertains to the presently pending claims, is respectfully traversed. 

As amended, independent claims 1 and 3 now recites dragging and dropping objects from 
one display portion representing a library of objects to another display portion representing a 
page lo be sent from a server lo a client using a browser ^ Similarly, independent claim 13 has 
been amended to recite dragging and dropping objects from a display object libraiy onto a 
representation of a page to be sent from a server to a client using a browser. Applicants 
respectfully submit that such features are not disclosed in the Template Software product line 
documentation. 

In the rejection, the Examiner relies on Using, pages 6-21 through 6-67 and pages 2-1 
through 2-45, to teach a display portion representing a page. Applicants respectfully submit that 

pages 6-21 through 6-67 (in Chapter 6) of Using refer to a form editor. According to Using on 
page 6-21, 1^^ paragraph, the purpose of this form editor is as follows: 

The Form Editor enables you locreateand edit the form that your WFT workflow system 
uses. These forms enable end users la interact with the automaled portjons ol your work- 
flow system. Through forms, eiKl wsc5 enter data, view and edit work items, make man- 
ual routing decisions, and make managerial and administrative dedsions concerning |he 
operation of your workflow system. The Fonn Editor enables you to create and edi t foims 
that contain a variety of dispby elements that fadtitate end*user interaction with your 
WFT workflow system. See Q^tin^€diting,imdrmGmigfm^ on page 6-49, 

Omting FORMgmphks on page 6-51,aikd Using thAttrimkstisthixtotmtedbpbjfdefm on 
page 6-31 for Information about using these display etemenb in forms* 
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Accordingly, the purpose of the form editor is to create and edit forms, which facilitate 
end-user interaction with a simulated business-process workllow (i.e., WFT workflow system). 
There is no teaching or suggestion in pp. 6-21 through 6-67 of a form representing an actual page 
(e.g,, HTML page or the like) to be sent from a server to a chent using a browser 

Further, pages 2-1 through 2-45 (in Chapter 2) of Using do not remedy the 
abovementioned deficiency of pages 6-21 tlirough 6-67. Chapter 2 of Using provides a general 
introduction to the Workflow Template (WFT) Development Environment, and describes how to 
interact with it. According to Chapter 2, the purpose of this software is to provide tools and 
facilities '1o automate all or part of your business-process workflow/' which include "editors and 
a simulator that enable you to create, edit, and simulate the running of your WFT workflow 
system" (see page 2-2, 1^* paragraph). Applicants respectfully submit that pages 2-1 through 2*45 
do not teach or suggest that any component in the WFT Development Environment is used for 
representing a page to be sent from a sei-ver to a client, as claimed. 

Further, Applicants respectfully submit that none of the other chapters in Using, remedy 
the above deficiencies in the cited sections. Also, Applicants submit that GUI fails to remedy the 

aforementioned deficiencies. As such, it is respectfully submitted that the Template Software 
product line fails to teach or suggest each and every claimed feature. 

At least for the reasons set forth above, Applicants respectfuliy submit that independent 
claims 1, 3, and 13 are in condition for allowance. Accordingly, claims 2, 10, 11, and 14 are 
allowable at least by virtue of their dependency on an allowable independent claim. As such, 
Applicants respectfully request the Examiner to reconsider and withdraw this rejection. 
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Conclusion 



In view of the above amendments and remarks, the bxaminei is respectfully requested to 
reconsider the outstanding rejections and issue a Notice of Allowance in the present application. 



Should the Examiner believe that any outstanding matters remain in the present 
application, the Examiner is respectfully requested to contact Jason Rliodes (Reg. No, 
47,305) at the telephone number of the undersigned to discuss the present application in an effort 
to expedite prosecution. 



If necessary^ the Commissioner is hereby authorized in this, concurrent, and future replies 
to charge payment or credit any overpayment to Deposit Account No, 02-2448 for any additional 
fees required under 37 C.F.R. §§ M6 or L17; particularly, extension of time fees. 



Dated: May 29, 2007 Respectfully submitted. 




Michael RL. Cammarata 
Refetratjlbn No.: 39,491 

BIRbrSTEWART, KOLASCH & BIRCH, LLP 
8110 Gatehouse Road 
Suite 100 East 
P.O. Box 747 

Falls Church, Virginia 22040-0747 
(703) 205-8000 
Attorney for Applicant 
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